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COMMUNICATION.
*RANCE AND THE UNITED ﬂ'l‘.i:rﬁls.[!l'm:\‘(i
}Ri}‘?it:h.xm‘.mu.-\x REVOLUTION.—No. 1L

TREATY OF PEACE.

The conduet of the French Government in the
treaty of peace at-the close of the war ug' l!w l_levn-
lution has been charged with a want of fidelity to
the alliance. and as indieating a treacherous design
1o sacrifice the interests of the United States. This
charee, under various forms, has been wrought into
the history of the counwry, 'T'he writer ol the Pa-
ris levier, after attempting to show that Count de
Vereennes would have dispensed with the defini-
tive acknowledgment of independence, says :

 If we now pass to the authentic memorials of the treaty
of peace, we discover that the French court would Lave left
the United States under other and severer disadvantages,in a
condition still more straitened and precarious. No doubt
was left in the minds of the American negotiators that it was
the intention of the French court to. deprive them of the west-
ern regions and the northern fisheries, and to impose the stipu-
lution of a large indemnity for the American loyalists.”

Before discussing these topics it is proper to re-
cur again to the treaty of alliance. Does this treaty
guaranty the fisheries or any specific boundaries !
Does it promise that the French court will be of
the same opinion as Congress at the end of the war
respecting the loyalists, and will act at all events
against the demands of England? The trraty does
not even touch upon any one of these topics. The
only article relating to the territorial limits of the
United States, 1o he setled at the peaee, is that
in which * His most Christian Majesty guaranties
their possessions and the additions or conquests
that their Confederation may obtain during the war
from any of the dominions now or heretofore pos-
sessed by Great Britain in North America ; the
whole, as their possession, shall be affixed and as-
sured to the said States at the moment of the cessa-
tion of their present war with England.” From
the very tenor of this article, as well as from the
nature of things, itis evident that the preliminary
guestion, What were the possessions of the said
- States at the ume of the peace? must first be set-
tled by the parties; and a difference of opinion
might assuredly exist on this head without any im-
peachment of the good faith or honesty of either
pany. A

It must be considered also that the Freneh had
the most justifiable reasons for a rigid capstruction
of this as well as the other articles of the treaty.
In regard 1o possessions, every instance of a broad
construetion would act’ against them. Schemes of
conguest and growing claims might prolong the
war till the resources of France were absolutely ex-
hausted and she would be left to the merey of her
enemies. Her fears were early alarmed by the
spirit manifested in Congress, where projects for
conguering Canada, Nova Secotia, and the Floridas
were discussed, and plans partially matured, on the
basis of the co-operation of France. Every such
conquest would throw a new obstruction in the
way of peace. [t was the natural and avowed po-
licy of France, therefore, 1o inculcate moderation,
and to prevail on the United States 1o be contented
with the possessions they already held.

It was in conformity with this prineiple that she
regarded the western limits. The war of 1756 had
in great part grown out of the dispute between
England and France concerning the territory be-
tween the Alleghany mountains and the Mississippi.
By the treaty of peace it was confirmed to Eng-
land, with the right of navigating the Mississippi :
and shortly afterwards Louisiana was ceded to
Spain.  Congress now claimed a right to this terri-
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which bad existed between them and the mother country, and
voluntarily deprived themselves of all the advantages which it
had secured to them,"

He inferred that, as the Americans had deprived
themselves of the right to the fisheries, they conld
not demand a guaranty of them from the Kiog of
France. Independence was guarantied by the alli-
ance definitively, but the possessions and conquests
only as they should be found at the cessation of
arms. If the fisheries were to be g:!:tl’ﬂllli?d- why
not the other privileges enjoyed by the Americans as
British subjeets, such as the trade to the West India
Islands, and the cutting of logwood and mahogany
in the Bay of Honduras ? It is to be observed that
the fishery in the open sex and on the bauks of
Newfoundland was not brought into question by
M. de Vergennes. He considered it as free to the
Americans as it was to any other nation,

These views of the French Court, whether right
or wrong, related in their application entirely to the
construction of the treaty ol alliance, in reggrd to
the extent of the guaranties, and not a desire of
curtailing any privileges which the Americans might
gain to themselves at the peace. It wasnot a ques-
tion whether the Americans should establish their
boundaries to suit themselves, and possess the fish-
eries, or not, but whether France was bound to ca:r
on the war at all events 1ill these were obtained,
A finger was not lifted by the French Count to pre-
vent these acquisitions, This is proved by the
communications to their Ministers at other Courts,
and by the whole tenor of their conduct, as well
during the war as at the peace. They had nothing
to gain or lose in the way ol possessions, as the
event proved, for, in negotiating their own treaty,
these points, with reference to the United States,
were not touched ; and if they arranged their fishery
more to their satisfactior than it existed under for-
mer treaties, this was not at the expense of the
Ameritans. Nor was any thing done in the dark,
orunder false colors. Congress were well acquaint-
ed with the sentiments ol the F'rench Ministry, and |
the confidence of that body was not impaired, ex- |
cept in a few members, whose jealousies had their |
roots in other causes than the real merits of the
points at issne, i

We come now to the negotiation of peace. The
American Commissioners, Adams, Franklin, and
Jay, were instructed by Congress 1o make the
¢+ most eandid and confidential communications upon
¢ all subjects 1o the Ministers of our generous ally,
¢ the King of France, and to undertake nothing in
* the negotiations for peace without their knowledge
* and coneurrence.” And the treaty of alliance sti-
pulated that * neither of the two parties should
¢ conclude a peace or truce with Great Britain with-
¢ out the formal consent of the other first obtained.”
The first advance was made from the British Min-
istry, in March, 1782, by a secret agent sent to
confer with Count de Vergennes concerning the
disposition of the King of France in regard to peace.
This agent was soon followed by another, Mr. Os-
wald, to Dr. Frauklin, the only Commissioner then
in Paris, Mr. Jay being at Madrid and Mr. Adams
in Holland. It is not the intention here to pursue
the history of the negotiation any further than to
speak of the parts in which the French have been |
supposed to have ucted insidiously or unfairly to- |
wards their allies. |

Mr. Grenville was commissioned to negotiate in |
Paris with the several belligerent Powers. In his |
first proposal to the French Court he said: * The
¢ King of England, to facilitate a peace, was dis-
* posed to treat of the independence of the United
¢ States with the King of France, on the condition
/ that all other things should be placed on the foot-
¢ ing of the treaty of 1763.” Count de Vergennes
answered, * that his Majesty could not treat of the
“interests of the United States, because he had no

tory as a part of the United States, and also to the
navigation of the Mississippi in consequence of ils
having been open 1o the Americans while subjects
of the British crown. They also cited the old
charters, which carried back the limits of several of
the States to the South Sea,

The French court looked upon these claims as
not well founded. The proclamation of the King
of England soon afier the peace for establishing
three new Governments in America prohibited the
governors from granting lands bevond the Allegha-
nies. ‘T'hat proclamation, it was said, cut off the
territory beyond the mountains from the provinces
at the East, and it could no longer be considered as
a part of them. Other arguments were used which
need not here be repeated, for the design was not to

" gain any thing for France, but to moderate the
views and demands of Congress in reference to the
eventual treaty. Congress desisted from the claim
of a right to navigate the Mississippi, and endeav-

ored 1o procure it by treaty from Spain; and it |

shiould be remembéred that the Court of France fa-
vored this measure, An official memoir contains
the following paragraph :

*'Till the commencement of hostilities between Spain and
England this latter Power had the right of navigating the Mis-
sssippi. English vessels, without paying duty or being board-
ed, could pass from the mouth to the source of that river.
Epain would gain much if the Americans were to take the
jrluce of the Engiish, since they would not hold a commerce

+ powers for that purpose ; and that it comported
¢ with the dignity of the King of England, as well
‘ as of the United States, 1o enter into a direct ne-
* gotiation between themselves for these objects.”
W hat stronger proof could be adduced, that, so far
from aiming to control the American treaty, Count
de Vergennes was for leaving it wholly in the hands
of the American Commissioners? Mr. Grenville
took care to profit by these hints. In his second
letter 1o Mr. Fox, then one of the Secretaries of
State, dated May 14th, he savs :

“ Every thing leads to the belief that the demands of France
and Spain will be such as it will be found difficult, perhaps
impossible, for England to comply with. It isfrom the expec-
tations the Courts of Madrid and Versailles entertain of being
supported by America in these claims, that they will derive the
greatest confidence in making them : and, if so, whatever
could be found practicable to weaken that support, and give to
France and Spain even the apprehension of  losing it, would
be to take from them the strongest ground of their pretensions
in a negotintion. It is true that the present state of the con-
nexion of America with France, ‘and the good faith she pro-
fesnes to observe in it, has given no prospect for proposing a
separate and distinct treaty. But whether by giving, in the
first instance, independence to America, instead of making it a
conditional article of & general treaty, we might not gain the,
effects though not the form of a separate treaty ; whether more
might not be gained in well-founded expectation, than would
be lost in substance ; whether America, once possessed of her
great object, would not be infinitely less Jikely to lend herself

with Earope through the Gulf of Mexico, and consequently
they would not bring contraband goods along the shores of the |
gulf. |
ment at New Orleans, or at some other place on ihe river, it
would give a great impulse to commerce, the principal benefit
of which would result to the Spaniards, who would have the
navigation to Europe, either as proprietors or agents.

Maoreover, if the Americans were allowed an estabilish-

It ap-

pears, therefore, that the Spaniards may, without inconve- |

nience, accord to the Americans a commercial estublishment or
free port on the lower waters of the Mississippi.”

As 10 the fisheries there never was any degree of

unanimity on this subjeet in Congress. 11 gave
rise 1o many debates while the terms of peace were
under digcussion.  The Eastern States were stren-
uous for making the possession of the fisheries, ns
they existed under the British Government, a con-
dition of peace : that is, the right of fishing on all
the coasts belonging 1 the English in New/flound-
lund, Nova Scotia, and the Gulf of St. Lawrence :
while the Southern States, having no advantage
from the fisheries, were indifferent to this right and
were opposed to making it a turning point of peace
or a eontinuance of the war. It was natural that
the French should sec the matter in the same light
as a large minority in Congress, and for the same
reason. It was a novel case in the history of ne-.
gotiations. By the law of nations the right to fish
on & coast belongs exclusively to the proprietor of
the territory, and the use of such fisheries by other
nations is always granted by treaties:  The ques-
tions now to be settled were, first, whether the
Americans, alter having thrown off their allegiance
10 the Briush Government, could justly claim a
ight winch they had formerly enjoyed only in vir-
tue of being subjects of that Government; and,
secondly, whether they could require the French,
by the terms of 4he treaty of alliance, to join with
them in maintaining this elaim, and o guaranty it
a8 @ part of their possessions. Both these ques-
Hons were answered in the negative by Count de
Vergennes, us will be seen hy the following ex-
tracte from his letter 10 M. de la Luzerne, dated
Seprember 25, 1770 -

“ We distinguish two kig,
sea, and that along the condty of the main land and of islands.
The first ia ne free as the sen iteell. Tt is allowed to all na-
tians, and no one can be excluded from it without suffering on
injury. But it is not the same with {hoge nlong the consts,
which appertain to the proprictor of (hose conste, and he has
a right to exclude from them whom be thinks proper.

“The Americans have heretofore participnted in the fish-
eries us subjects of the Crown of Great Britain, Henee,
from the moment they threw ofl' the English yoke, and de.

In of fisheries, that on the high

| warranted, after such & measure, in adhering to the demands
| of France end Spain ; or whether, if they should, the thirteen

to other claims, than if that olject should remain to be blended
with every other, and stand part of a common interest ; whe-
ther the American Commissioners would think themselves

————

| missioners to Mr, Oswald.

Ry
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It was soon evident
that there wans a hope in the Cabinet under Lord
Shelburne of establishing peace on a different basis,
and of conceding independence as the price of

ace, or for an equivalent in eommercial privi-|

eges, or a concession of territory. The enabling act
went through Parliament empowering his Majesty.
to make peace, and without a word about indepen-
dence, or even alluding to the United States us a

F NN eSS Ty

| val was dispatched 1o London, as will be seen by

ber Gth :

| M. de Rayneval will ask an interview with Lord Shelburne,
after having sent to him my letter, which he will accompany

brought over and presented hy Count de Grasse, and demand

of him whether these are exactly conformable to his inten-
tions and dispositions,

separaie Power.

Mr, Oswald, who had not left Paris, presented |
himself to Dr. Franklin as the British Commis- |
sioner, with instructions from Lord Shelburne, and
a promise that his commission would soon be for-
warded, Conversations were now held concerning
the outlines of a treaty. Dr. Franklin proposed
three articles, which he said were esaentiuf and ne-
cessary for a peace ; * independence, full and ecom-
plete ; a settlement of the boundaries on the ancient
footing ;* a freedom of fishing on the Banks of
Newfoundland and elsewhere.”” These articles, |
and others considered by Franklin advisable for se- |

““If Lord Shelburne disavows them, M. de Rayneval will
declare to him that his commission is at ay end, and, without
any further explication, will demand his passport for leaving
England.

““If Lord Bhelburne acknowledges that these points are the
substance of what he said 1o Count de Grasse, then M. de
Rayneval will inform him that they may be tsken us the basis
of preliminaries, subject to such modifications and changes as
may be found necessary ; and he 'will request that instructions
conformable to them may be sent to Mr, Fitzherbert, that time
may not be lost in vain formalities, and in disputes to ascer-
tain who shall speak first,

with one from himself, and he will exhibit to him the points |

T

France in a renewed contest, and for the attainment

the first part of his instructions, dated Septem- |of which she had given no pledge in the treaty of |

alliance. There was no good reason why the com-

| missioners should consult the French Court on these
topics, because the prineiples of that Court were
known : but considering the nature of their instruc-
tions, and the express terms of the treaty of alli-
ance, it would be difficult to justify their impene-
trable secrecy and reserve, their jealousy andsus-
 picions, and, least of all, their signing the treaty
- without the knowledge of their allies. I the French
had done the same, could the act have been approv-
led or defended? 'This success in separating the
| American commissioners from their allies was a
| triumph to the British. Coxe, in his  History of
(the House of Austria,” says: + Mr. Fitzherbert
¢ fulfilled his delicate office "with great ability and
(* address. While he teated with Vergennes, he
¢ succeeded in alarming Franklin, Adams, and Juy,
*and prevailed on them to sign separate and pro-
|* visional articles, which severed America from
!¢ France.” |

curing a permanent peace, were sent over to the ' M- de Ruyneval will carefully avoid even the appearance | It should be remembered, however, that the Com-

inistry, and Mr. Oswald was authorized to treat|
assuming the essential articles as the basis of a |
treaty, It thus appears that, at the outset, the Bri-
tish Ministry decided to yield the fisheries, although |
they afterwards struggled hard to retain them.

Just at this time Mr. Jay arrived from Madrid

of being authorized to negotinte, and will be attentive to make
it known that he is the less able to enter into any negotiation,
as the invariable intention of the King is nof to freat, except
in concerl and conjointly with kis allies and friends.”
Here we have the whole of Rayneval's instrue-
tions, so far as the object of his mission was con-

missioners were unanimous in the course they pur-
sued. If they committed a fault, it resulted from a
high and praiseworthy motive—a scrupulous re-
\gard for the honor .and interests of their country.
- They never pretended to urge in their defence any
(other reasons than such as were drawn from sus-

and joined in the negotiation, and in fact was for cerned. In regard 1o Spain, he was authorized o  picious circumstances, inferences, conjectures, and

several weeks chiefly concernedin it, as Dr. Frank- |
lin was confined by illness, and could take little
part except in occasional consultations. Mr. Os-
wald's commission was at length produced, The|
American Commissioners were justly dissatisfied
with it, and Mr. Jay refused to proceed unless it
was altered. ‘The United States were not alluded
to as a separate Power, but were called * Colonies
or Plantations in North America,”” It appeared,
moreover, that independence was to be granled as
the first article of the treaty. Mr. Jay insisted
that it ought to be done previously by proclamation,
but Mr. Oswald replied that the King could not is-
sue such a proclamation without the authority of
Parliament, and if the treaty were to be delayed
till the meeting of Parliament, and the subject in
this form were to be brought before that assembly,
no one could foresee the consequences. After long
discussions Mr. Jay finally agreed that, with the
consent of Dr, Franklin, he would proceed under
the commission if the preamble should be so altered
that their constituents should be denominated ©the
thirteen United States of Ameriea.”” Thecommis-
sion was sent back to London, and the change was
made without hesitation. "Independence was finally
secured by the first article in the treaty, and not by
a previous acknowledgment. Mr. Adams had said,
in a letter to Dr. Franklin, “if they make a treaty
of peace with the United States of America this is
acknowledgment enough for me.”

In the midst of these skirmishes Count de Ver-
gennes was consulted.  He thought the commission
valid, and that they might proceed under it, il they
took care to secure independence by an article in
the treaty. The proposal to treat was in fact a re-
cognition. Dr, Franklin seemed to be of this
opinion.  Although he disliked the commission,
vet, as it was faulty only in form, he doubted the
expediency of sending it back, and thereby delay-
ing the treaty, and perhaps endangering it by rais-
ing new difficulties. Mr. Jay’s suspicion was
strangely excited by this interview with Count de
Vergennes, He said to Dr. Franklin « that it was
evident the Court did not wish to see our indepen-
dence acknowledged by Britain until they had made
all their uses of us.” Dr. Franklin replied, ¢ this
Court has hitherto treated us very fairly, and sus-
picions to their disadvantage should not be readily
entertained.” Nearly six years’ steady and inti-
mate intercourse, on all the important affairs be-
tween the two countries, would seem to have fur-

give the assurance that the King desired peace.
He had no instructions -concerning American c‘:]f-
Jairs. Lord Shelburne disavowed having made
any formal overtures to Count de Grasse, but he
held several conversations with M. de Rayneval,
the substance of which was communicated in writ-
ing to Count de Vergennes. The American lo,:ica
were incidentally touched upon twice. Lord Shel-
burne declared that he had always opposed inde-
pendence, but it had now become necessary, and
would be granted without eonditions. When Lord
Shelburne said that he hoped the King of France
did not intend to support the claims of the Ameri-
cans to the boundariés and fisheries, M. de Rayne.
val answered * that he did not doubt the King would

deceptive appearances. No direct or positive proofs
| have ever been produced that the French Court had
(any sinister designs, or concealed purpose of gain-
| ing advantages at the expense of their allies, or that
| they did not faithfully fulfil the promises contained
(in the treaty of alliance ; and nothing is hazarded
in saying that no such proofs will ever be found, if
taken in connexion with the whole train of events
| and the whole mass of testimony. Wilmot, in his
| Hystorical View concerning the Loyalists, speak-
| ing of the efforts that were made by the British ne-
gitiators to procure some compensation for them,
says : “ The writer of these sheets, who has seen
¢ the correspondence between the Government at
¢ home, and those who were employed in negotiat-

do all in his power to keep the Americans within | ¢ ing this important business at Paris, can assert

“the discussion was not continued; for I did not  * soiutdy_ refused to cometo any treaty or decision
choose to uphold or weaken the pretensions of the ‘ af all, till the American commissioners were com-
Americans.”  All these particulars agree precisely | * pletely satisfied.”

the bounds of justice and reason ;> but, he adds, | ¢ with confidence that the Court of Versailles ab-

with the reasons assigned by Count de Vergen-
nes to the Commissioners for M. de Rayneval's
journey to London, which was, * that, by convers-
¢ ing with Lord Shelburne about peace, and matiers
* connected with it, he might be able to judge whe-
¢ ther a pacific disposition really prevailed in the
¢ British Court.”” Hence the entire fabric of these
formidable suspicions falls to the ground. Mr. Jay's
eminent abilities, integrity, and patriotism gave so
much weight to his character that even his suspi-
cions have been assumed as historical facts.
Another incident oceurred just at this time whieh
helped to fan the flame of distrust. A letter writ-
ten by Barbé Marbois, Secretary of Legation to the
French Minister at Philadelphia, was intercepted
by the British, deciphered, translated, and sent to
Mr. Fitzherbert, who conveyed it to the American
Commissioners. Besides certain speculations, not
very intelligible in the intercepted and translated
copy, the writer shows-himsell decidedly opposed
to the American c¢laim to the fisheries, and he un-
dertakes to give advice as to the mode of informing
the American people that the claims would not be
supported by France, But it was aflerwards known
that this letter was written without the knowledge
of the Minister, who was then absent on a visit to
the army. The writer was also deceived, as has
been sinee ascertained, by yielding a too easy con-
fidence to representations made to him by persons
unfriendly to the political leaders in Massachusetts,
The following extracts are taken from a letter

nished him with the proper means of knowledge,

and to have authorized him to speak with con-

| fidence. ;

Mr. Jay was not satisfied, however, but continued

[ still to suspect an underplot or some concealed de- |

| sign. A few days later he wrote as follows to Mr.
| Livingston, Secretary of Foreign Affairs :

“Iam persusded that this Court chooses to postporie an

acknowledgment of our independence by Britain to the con- | They think they show great moderation in contenting them- | (o, of
clusion of a general peace, in order to keep us under their i | sclves with the left bank of the Mississippi as the extreme 5|
rection until not only their and our objects are attained, but | boundary. Such is nearly the present state of the negotiation, | foiion and unjust.

also until Spain shall be gratified in her demands to exclude
every body from the Gulf, &¢. We ought not to Jet France |
know that we have such ideas. While they think us free |

make no other use of this discovery than to put us on our|
xn“r "F

Mr. Jay might well have imagined with what as.
tonishment Mr. Livingston would receive this ds-
closure, if he had known, as was the fact, that |
Count de Vergennes communicated fully and with. |
out reserve the details, of the negotiation to 1i:p|
French Minister in Philadelphia, who showed them
in good faith to the American Secretary, and there- |
by informed him of the actual state of things, and |
of the undisguised sentiments of the French Court,

|

This suspicion presents itself in striking contrast |
with the official declaration of Count de Vergennes |
to the British negotiator above cited, that the King|
had heard with « the greatest satisfaction” that liis |
Britannic Majesty would acknowledge the indepen- |
dence of the United States as the preliminary siep

| Provinees would consent to the carrying on the war upon such
| motives ; all these are questions which seem of immediate
and important consideration. ™
i
| The ardent desire of separating the Americans
| from their allies in the negotiation is here clearly
| manifested. This desire was both natural and po-
litie, and was founded on national pride and the unut-
[ terable aversion of the King of England, shown in
all the previous attempts at a mediation, to the in-
terference of any foreign Power between him and
his former subjects, Mr. Fox was authorized to
embrace the suggestions of Mr. Grenville, which in
fuct accorded with his own principles, and he wrote
o him in reply

| future conduet of he Commissioners that it de.|

| disappeared, and' was on his way to London.

to a treaty. This mode was certainly preferred by
the French Court, but the other woul:i altain lhei
end, and it was believed not worth while to carry |
on'a contest about forms, merely for the sake of|
a form.

Mr. Jay discovered other causes of suupinimu!

One of these contributed so much to influence the |
|

serves notice. The tangled web of Oswald’s com.
mission had scarcely been unravelled, when it came
to the knowledge of Mr. Jay that M. de Rayneval,
the principal secretary under Count de Vergennes
in the Department of Foreign Affairs, had sudden|y
He
immediately applied himself to conjecture the ob-
jects of this hasty and unexpected journey, and he

“ You should lose no time in taking all the advantage pos-
sible of the concession which his Mujesty has, from his ar- r
| dent desire of peace, been induced to make with respect to |
the independence of the thirteen States ; and, in order to this
end, 1 hav it in command from his Majesty to authorize you |
to make the offer of the waid independency in the firs! in- |
sfanee instead of makiug it & conditional article of l's'm!!lil
treaty."”

This mode af jroceeding was highly approved

hy Count de Vergennes, He wrote to Mr. Gren-
ville :

T he King desires pence too much not to have heard with
the greatest satisfaction that his Brit Majesty prop

believed them 1o be the following, as stated in lLis
official despateh :

“ First. To let Lord Shelburne know that the demanids of

written by Count de Vergennes to M. de la Lu-
zerne, November 25th, only five days before the
signature of the American treaty :

“I know not whether the question of the fisheries has yet
come before the English and Américan Plenip They
have been for some time occupied with the beundaries. The
Americans are not less skilled than the English in drawing
indefinite lines, and claiming for them a title and a right.

us far as [ can judge from what the American Commissioners
have been disposed to tell me. The only useful thing which
they have as yet obtained is a change in the powers of the

from suspicion they will think us more open ; and we should English Plenipotentiaries, in which the thirteen provinces are | sybsided, there were persons in this country who

qualified as the United States.

““If the American Commissioners are exact in the accounts
they render to their constituents, they will not complain that
we have sought to influence and constrain them in their nego-
tintions—(d influer el d les gener dans lewr negotiation.) |
receive  whatsoever they voluntarily communicate. They

know that, when occasions may require it, | shall render them |

such good offices as may be in my power ; but I do net put

| myself in the way of knowing more than they are disposed
to say to me. [ shall always be prompt in coming to their |

e for I K that they will have more than one
diffieulty to overcome if they persist in their first pretensions.
I cannot promise myself that the English Ministers will easily
vield to the claims of the Commissioners of the United States
to the fisheries and boundaries. The latter object may be ar.
ranged by mutual sacrifices and comp ; but, before we
can forma judgment of the issue of the former, it is necessary to
know what the Americans understand by the fisheries. If it is
fishing on the banks at a distance from the shore, it seems to me
a natural right ; but if they claim a fishery in consequence of
a title which they bhad to it while British subjects, can they
in justice reserve a right attached o a quality which they have
renounced > What would the Americans say if the English
should pretend to exercise the fishery on their coast !

“The difficalties relative to the boundaries and fisheries
are not the only ones to be overcome.
alists is still more thomny. The American commissioners, in
conformity with their instructions, undoubtedly appenr resoly-
ed not to listen to any facilities in this respect. But can the
English decently abandon to contempt and misery the people
who have sacrified themselves to their attachment to them *
It is the usage of all nations in treaties of peace to stipulate
for the amnesty and restitution of the confiscated goods of the
subjects who wu separated themselves from their country,
and adhered to the party making the war. The Americans
oppose to this usage, first, the impossibility of restoring the

fi d goods, even if they should stipulate it, since the

America, to be treated by Great Britain as ind 1 jire=
vious to a treaty, were not approved by this Court, and that
the offer of Britain to make that acknowledgment in an ar-
ticle of the proposed treaty was, in the Count’s opinion,
sufficient.

“Seeondly. To sound Lord Shelburne on the subjoct of
the fishery, and to discover whether Britain would agree to
divide it with France to the exelusion of all others,

““ Thirdly. To impress Lord Shelburne with the deter-

ination of Spain to possess the exclusive navigation of the

of Lis own accord, 1o acknowledge and declare directly the
independence of the United States, and that this object will

no longer be regarded as a conditional clause of a fature gen-
eral pacification.”

Here again is convincing proof that the French
Court wished l‘mhprmh‘m-n to be secured without
their inferveation, and in a manner the most hon- |
orable to the United Stages, and the most consist-
ent with their dignity a a free nation.

But these preliminaries were suddenly interrupt-
ed by the death of the Marquis of Rockingham,
and a consequent change in the British Ministry.
A new policy was soon discovered 1o direct the
negotiation.  T'he idea of granting independence
in the first instance was disavowed, Mr. Fox re-
signed, as he would not retreat from the proposition |
he had madé with so much formality in the name
of the King. Mr. Grenville, at his own urgent re-’
quest, was recalled.  The negotiation with France
and the other European Powers was entrusted to

clured themselves independent, they Lroke the community

Mr. Fitzherbert, and that with the American Com- |

Gulf of Mexico, and of their desire 10 keep us from the Mis-
sissippi ; and also to hint to him the propriety of such a line
wston the one hand would satisfy Spain, and on the other
leave to Britain all the country north of the Ohio,"”

Other reasons were assigned, wearing the same
complexion, but these are the most important.
Now, what was the real object of Rayneval's tour
to London ! ‘T'o solve this problem it is necessary
to premise that Count de Grasse, who, while a pri-
soner, had spent some time in London, and |icld in-
terviews with Lord Shelburne in which the terms
of peace were discussed. He had just returned to
Paris, and presented to Count de Vergennes a series
of articles which he felt authorized to say would
be approved by the British Minister. These ar-

ticles differed so mueh from those which had been
exhibited by Mr. Fiizherbert that Count de Ver-
gennes was perplexed with the discordance, and
began to suspect the sincerity of Lord Shelburne in
his proposals for peace, as offered by the British
negotiator.  To clear up this doubt, M, de Rayne-

confiscations have been made by the Legislatares of the States,
and Congress has not power to require or compel the Legisla-
tures to restore them ; secondly, the fesble security which the
Loyalists would enjoy, if they should return to the United
States, since the resentment of the people against them is ex-
tremely great. These are undoubtedly good ; but
they are not enough to save the dignity of England, who can
never entirely abandon a people whose embarrassments have
grown out of their fidelity to that country.

““It is very essential, therefore, if peace is desired, to seck
some mode of removing these diffieulties. The American
commissioners do not seem deeply impressed with the import-
ance of laboring this point. They have no fears of the con-
tinuation of the war; but I confess that 1 fear it, and above

all when I reflect that the United States, without means of

their own, and without energy to procure these means within
themselves, are perpetually applying to us for aid.”

From these extracts we may learn the profound
reserve which had been exercised towards the
French Court during the whole negotiation, for at
this last stage Count de Vergennes had really no
knowledge of what had been done.
also, what is confirmed by all the collateral testimo-
ny, that he took no pains whatever to interfere with
the treaty, or to throw obstacles in the way of any
advantages they might obtain. His opinions on

the th i 1 ; !
s It e, Bet ot c]e"lgeedxel;li::a?:f]l p::::r‘:{ : found lying vpon the track. The cars in passing over h

ing the Americans from gaining them, if it could be |

always had been, but not with

done without prolonging the war, and involving

The case of the Loy- |

We learn, |

It is not strange that the knowledge of the sig-
nature of the treaty should have come with aston-
(ishment upon Count de Vergennes. He certainly
| was not prepared for such a disclosure. But his
| first letter to M. de la Luzerne, after this event, will

show with what spirit it was received :

““ You will surely be gratified, as well as myself, with the
very extensive sdvantages which our allies, the Americans,

less surprised than I have been at the conduct of the Com-
missioners, At:::ording to the instructions of Congress they
ought to have done nothing without our participation. I have
| informed you that the King did not seek to influence the ne-
gotiation any further than his offices might be necessary to
his friends. The American commissioners will not say that
‘I have interfered, and much less that I have wearied them
with my curiosity. T'hey have ly kept th Ives at
a distance from me."”

The tone and language of this extract, and in-
deed of the whole letter, are consistent with all the
| preceding declarations of the French Minister. So
| far from expressing disappointment or dissatisfic-
tion, he is gratified with the advantages obtained
by the Americans. Would such have heen his lan-
|guage il it had been the intention of the French
| Court to prevent these advantages, or to gain them

or an equivalent for France! And it should be
borne in mind that the estracts to which the rea-
\der's attention has been called in this paper as well
| as fhe preceding, are chiefly taken from the confi-
| dential letters of the Minister to the Ambassadors
| abroad, and cannot be suspected of having a double

| him deceiving the very agents on whom he relied

| to execute his intentions.

We shall here dismiss this subject, with entire
conviction that the charges of bad faith and disho-
norable intentions against the French Government,
in their relations with the United States during the

the Revolution, which have been confident-
y asserted as matters of history, are without foun-
Many circumsiances have con-
tributed to nourish a prejudice, which time and
facts ought to obliterate. Soon after the alliance
was f[ormed, when the first enthusiasm had a liule

professed to dislike i1, who could not divest them-
selves of their hereditary prejudices against the
French, nor brook a dependence for any thing on

 these ancient and habitual enemies of the English |

i race. ‘The border wars had left a deep impression.
| These persons were unable to conceive it possible
that such a nation could be generous or even just,

are to receive from the peace, but you certainly will not be |

SHEEP HUSBANDRY IN THE SOUTH.

SIXTH LETTER OF U, 8, RANDALL, ESQ.

Gexreexsy : With your permission, I will now resume
my review of Col. Raxparr’s excellent series of leiters, now
in course of publication in the New York Farmers' Librar Vs
on the adaptation of the South to the purposes of sheep hus-
bandry. Having obtained admission 1o your columns in the
first instance, through the politeness of Mr, Bxinwen, 1 will
endeavor not to trespass 1o any unreasonable extent upon your
indulgence, fully aware, as I amn, that other and equally im-
| portant public interests demand the space I might otherwise

be tempted to oecupy.

In his sixth letter Mr. Raxpavrt proceeds to consider the
profits of sheep husbandry in the Southern States, with re-
ference especially to *“ the practicability and comparative eco-
nomy of making it the basis of an effectual amelioration in
soils naturally sterile, or those which have been rendered so
by excessive and injudicious cultivation.” To render these
| soils productive, he insists that the means must be not only
| ample, but cheap. The ordinary animal manures from sta-
bles and other accessible sources are not attainable in sufficient
quantities for this purpose, and when transported by land-
carriage to any considerable distance become too expensive,
The animal manures derived from the agency of commerce
are still more expensive. Gypsum or plaster of paris is of
itself inadequate to the effuctive amelioration of the soil ; and
ashes, though greatly more efficient in quality, are too limit-
ed in quantity to accomplish the object in view. The marl
| of Lower Virginia and South Carolina, underlaying as it
probably does the entire tertiary formation of the Atlantic
States, and the swamp mud, * rich with the alluvial deposi-
tion of ages,” which abounds in the whole tide-water zone,
are indeed inexhaustible sources of manure ; but the former
is valuable only where there is a deficiency of organic mat-
ter ; and the amelioration thereby eflected is factitious—the
lime-gerving only to exhaust the litlle organic matter existing
in the soil, and leaving it to greater eventual sterility—a con-
sequence only to be avoided by the addition of organic matter
itself. Marl, too, is & very expensive species of manure, and
by no means permanent in its effects. It is even doubtful
whether swamp mud of the best quality is not worth more
per load ; but this too is expensive, and often impracticable.
Both are too costly for the purposes of an extensive amelio-
ration of the soil ; and the writer hazards the opinion ¢ that
¢ it would be better economy to desert the worn-out or nata-
¢ rally barren soils of our southeastern coast, and purchase
“the virgin and fertile lands of the southwest, than to at-
¢ tempt 1o reclaim the former by means so expensive as those
¢ above indicated.”

A mixed system of green and animal manuring—the latter
made attainable by means of sheep husbandry—is recommend-
ed as the best method of profitsbly reclaiming these worn-out
soils, The experience and testimony of various English
farmers, under analogous circumstances, are adduced to sus-
I tain this view of the subject, and the reasons given why

sheep are preferred for this purpose to horned cattle. In .
England and in many parts of the United States they are re-
garded, even independent of their fleece, as much more pl"o-
fitable. The singular hallucination of Col. John Taylor, of
Virginia, on this subject, is adverted to and ascribed to ¢ deep;
rooted prejudices imbibed before his judgment was ripened or
his experience formed.” In the Northern and Eastern States
sheep are likewise preferred as improvers of poor lands, main-
ly, however, by summer pasturage, and not, asin England, for
their marketable qualities. In the Southern States a similar
policy would be found equally expedient and profitable on
lands yielding even a scanty supply of excellent grasses.
* Those grasses,” he observes, * will every year incrense,
and the land will be gradually fertilized by the droppings of
the sheep, without a cent's expenditure on it of any kind ;
and every particle of herbage will be turned to its most pro-
fitable account by being converted into wool, mutton, and

| manure.” Full and explicit directions are given for the best

preparation of the land for green manures, the proper plants
for the purpose pointed out, and practical rules of great value
and pertinency suggested for their cultivation. He then
continues :

““In view of all my preceding statements, do you ask me
if I advocate sheep husbandry exclusively on all the lands at

! : | the South, which already are or should be devoted 4o graz-
| meaning or delusive purport, unless we suppose |
| maxim that agricultural produce should be controlled by the
| demand or want, and the adaptation of the country to such
| production. By this rule, at least, the South should never

ing ! Most assuredly not. I have already laid it down as a

impart a horse, (unless for the improvement of breeds,) a
mule, a pound of beef, pork, butter, cheese, or wool. She
wants them all, and she can produce them all more econo-
mically than she can import them. The declared impossibili-
ty in politics, an imperium in imperio, should be in agricul-
ture, so far as it may be consistently with the above maxim,
the attitude of every farm and plantation. Easch should be
independent, to the greatest mical extent, so far as the
production of the necessaries, comforts, and luxuries of life
are concerned, of every other farm or plantation in the world »
This mixed and multifarious farming is objected to by theo-
rists, inasmuch as it trenches on the division-of-labor princi-
ple. But it favors rotation, and thereby prevents the exhaus-
tion of soils, leads to a more bountiful use of the every-day
comforts of life, and, finally, it is less hazardous. The one-
crop farmer, if crop and market are both in their most favora-
ble state, muliu:h ;-rlut profits.  But if the marhl;chpoor. or
the small, the loss is proportionately large. farmer
e?:g mixed husbandry will not generally fall greatly be-
ind the best profits of the other, and his losses are rarely

and they perplexed their thoughts with surmises of
indirect motives, selfish ends, and ambitious de-
signs ; a concealed and far-reaching policy which
would at last show itself to the dismay of those
who confided in these new friends, if not to the ruin
of the country. There were others who could |
never be satisfied that the French did enough—who
seemed to think the resources of France in money,
ships of war, and t.ron,-:a. were inexhaustible, with-
| out reflecting that she had to meet the English navy
land armies in all parts of the world, and without |
' knowing, what was soon afterwards demonstrated,
that her finances were in an extremely precarious
condition. Persons of both these descriptions were
numerous ; their complaints were as loud as they
were unreasonable; their suspicions as wakeful
and inventive as they were groundless.
| In a calm survey of the past, we are bound to |
| divest ourselves of the remnants of these prejudices, |
| to search for truth, and judge with candor. If we
inquire and decide in this spirit, we shall find
|

that France performed faithfully all that she pro-
mised to the United States. She did more; she |
lent us money in our time of need from her own
exhausted treasury, which she did not promise ;

lsha relinquished the interest of that money for a

| term of years, and after the war she allowed us to

| return it by long payments (o suit our convenience ;

| she sent her fleets and armies to assist in fighting

| our battles on our coasts and on our own soil ; she

Istood by us firmly till our independence was ac-

| knowl by the Power which had contended in |
arms against it for eight years, and till it was secur-

‘ ed by an honorable treaty of peace. Why should
we be unwilling to allow the merits of these ser-
vices, and to render justice? Policy requires it,
even if we leave justice and honor out of the ques-

(tion. A nation as well as an‘individual may have

' many occasions for fiiends ; and friendships are
preserved by the remembrance and acknowledg-

{ ment of benefits mutually conferred. The charac-

| ter of a nation is in its history ; itis the inheritance
and not the acquisition of any existing generation,
Men of all countries cherish this inheritance as
their birthright, which they are bound to protect as
much from injurious suspicion as from open assault,

| It becomes us 1o respect in other nations what we

| value in ourselves, and to yield what we would de-

mand.

Farar Ratenoan Acernext,.—A brakeman, named Pa-
| trick Hart, attached to the train coming from Grafton to Bos-
ton, met with a dreadful death, a fow miles above Lowell, on
Monday evening. He had crept along upon the top of the
cars to the engine, to procure some matches, and was on his
return when the train reached a bridge, by which he was
struck in the head and knocked between the cars on to the
track. Nuthing was known of the accident by the others at-
tached to the train until he was missed. The train was then
 backed three-quarters of a mile, and the unfortunate man ]
im |
had but slightly broised him, but the blow received on the |
head from the bridge had crashed it in such a shocking man-
ner as to have occasioned almost instant death.

| sh
COon:

| years !

considerable. It is better to play for a hif than a gammon,
where, asin the case of the small capitalists, afffuence or
penury © stand the hazard of the die !’

““If the above positions are true, the South is called u
to increase the breeding of other domestic animals as well as
eep. To nn extent sufficient to supply her own wants, 1
sider her imperiously called upon to do so. I advocate
the treeding of sheep specially, on a vastly more extended
scale, because, as has been already shown, they are the best,
if not the only, recliimers of your unproductive lands ; and
because in that surplus of the products of grazing, which
these extensive reclamations will bring about, they furnish

u the exporting article (wool) for which you can find the
z:‘gul extra-limital market, and in growing which you can
beat compele with other 7 :

The advantages which the South possesses over the North
in reference to an extended system of sheep husbandry are
thus strongly and eloquently presented in the conelusion of
this letter :

““The South, then, possesses the same
with the Northwest in the production of w
and su to this, she has the short, mild winters, which
give her a decided advantage over both the Northand Northwest.
She has a marked advantage over the Northern and Eastern
States in both particulars, and instead of i ing mant-
Juctured wools from them, she ought to supply them by export
with at least the raw material.  And she will do m&, at no
distant day, unless her sons are content, in the great struggle
and battle of industrial interests, to sacrifice their own by
apathy or irresdlution,”

It is assuredly much to be desired that the Seuth should
awnke to a conception of her own true interest in this re-

great advantage
lands—

 spect, especially when that interest is so clearly and distinetly

pointed out and demonstrated by her Northern neighbors.
The facts and arguments comprehended in the letter before us
are of themselves conclusive in reference to our policy. They
are presented with a force, a eandor, and distinctness which
entitle them to our best and most serious regard. The author
of these letters is evidently & master of his subject. There is
nothing superficial, nothing indicative of the mere book-far-
mer in his comments, but every thing to show that he is af
home on the farm, and especially on a fagn where sheep hue-
bandry constitutes the staple agricultural interest. He seems
anxiously desirous of communicating the rich results of his:
experience in this field of rural labor to those whose local po-
sition #nd advantages best enable them to avail themselves of
the economy he points out ; and I sincerely trust his letters
will, in some more accessible shape, reach the great body of
our Southern farmers, ACCOMAC.
Drumsosnrows, Ava, 24, 1847, '

Ternrnis Torxano —On Saturday afternoon the city and
vicinity of Schenectady (New York) was visited by a terrible
tornado, which in its progross did enormous injury. ‘It
paseed over the Colloge and unroofed the m:fns. and
committed other depredations on the building. It will cost at
least §4,000 to make good the repaire. Several other build-
ings were fed, and a number of barns and sheds were
carried ofl their foundations, Professor Yares's beautiful
gardon wae greatly damaged.  Nearly all the trees were pros-
trated.  Every thing in its course was down ; trees were
uprooted and twisted in two as though cot by a saw.  Aman
named Riggs was carried about fifty yarde, and escaped with
slight contusion on the head.”

Mrs. Catharine Butterworth died at Dabuque, Town, on the
30th ultimo, at the advanced age of mhnmmdﬁwmu
She was a native of Eld‘re. Ireland.




